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REMARKS 

Claims 1-13 are pending in the present application. 

I. ALLOWED CLAIMS 

Applicant notes with appreciation the Examiner's indication that claims 2-5 and 7 
are allowable. 

II. FORMAL DRAWINGS 

The Office Action does not indicate whether the formal drawings filed on March 
24, 2003 have been approved, as Applicant requested in the amendment filed on 
November 24, 2003. Applicant respectfully requests the Examiner to do so. 

III. PRIOR ART REJECTIONS 

A. Claims 1, 6, and 8-13 

Claims 1, 6, and 8-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated 
by U.S. Patent No. 6,094,216 (Taniguchi). This rejection is traversed. 
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Applicant submits that Taniguchi does not teach or suggest to shut off images 
displayed in intervals between continuous frames, whereby substantial impulse- type 
drive is carried out, as recited by claim 1, on which claims 6 and 8-13 depend. This 
allows images displayed in intervals between continuous frames to be shut off even in an 
image display device that is driven by a hold- type drive, whereby substantial impulse- 
type drive can be attained. 

Therefore, Applicant submits that Taniguchi does not teach each and every 
feature of claim 1. Thus, the rejection of claims 1, 6, and 8-13 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) 
is overcome and should be withdrawn. 

B. Claim 13 

Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Taniguchi in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,828,427 (Faris). This rejection is traversed. 

As presented above, Taniguchi does not teach or suggest to shut off images 
displayed in intervals between continuous frames, whereby substantial impulse-type 
drive is carried out, as recited by claim 1, on which claim 13 depends. Faris fails to 
make up for the above-noted deficiencies of Taniguchi. The Examiner does not assert 
that Faris teaches this feature of claim 1. Rather, the Examiner relies on Faris for the 
teaching of a flat panel display panel having direct and projection viewing modes of 
operation, and an electro-optical backlighting panel having a light emission state and a 
light transmission state. 
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Therefore, since the combination of Taniguchi and Faris fails to form the 
invention defined by claim 13, Applicant submits that the rejection of claim 13 under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) is overcome and should be withdrawn. 

Therefore, Applicant submits that the present application is now in condition for 
allowance. If the Examiner believes that any of the outstanding issues could be resolved 
through a telephone interview, Applicant kindly requests the Examiner to contact the 
undersigned at the number below. 

Applicant believes that no additional fees are due for the subject application. 
However, if for any reason a fee is required, a fee paid is inadequate or credit is owed for 
any excess fee paid, you are hereby authorized and requested to charge Deposit Account 
No. 04-1105. 
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